
CERl'IFIED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPI' R1QJESTED 

DEC 0 4 1991 

City Manager 
City of St. I.Duis Park 
5005 Minnet:onka Boulevard 
St. louis Park, Nirmesota 55416 

Dear Gei1tlemen: 

President 
Reilly Industries 
1510 Market Square Center 
151 North Delawa...--e Street . 
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204 

@©illOWl~{-~ 
DEC I 3 1991 /flj' 

-----.JW 

RE: Un.tted States of America et al. vs. Reilly Tar & -Chemical Corporation et al. 
File No. CIV 4-80-469; Consent Decree/REmedial Action Plan Section 6.1.5 

In a J.et.ter dated _January 14, 1991, the city of St. IDuis Park (City), on behalf 
of. Reilly Ind.ust~·ies, requested authorization to cease pumping 
IrorJton-l.;alesville Aquifer Source Conti:ol Well No. WlOS pursuant to Section 
6 .1 . 5 of the Consent Decree/Remedial Action Plan (CD/RAP) in th~ ~Bferenced 
case:!. 

The Mi.nnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) and the U.S. Environmental . 
Protection Agency (EPA) have reviewed this request, along with the quality 
control doctunentation sul::mitted on February 5, 1991, and hereby authorize the 
City to cease pumping of W105. As outlined in Remedial Action Plan (RAP) 
Section 6.1.5., monit,oring of Well No. W105 shall be conducted qu~terly for the 
Lirst year following ptunping cessation, and biannual thereafter. Should the 
results of this i:nonitoring exceed the criteria outlined in Section 6.1.5., the 
City shall restart pumping of Well No. W105 as required by RAP Section 6 .1. 3 

A copy of t:he EPA's data revie:.-J has been enclosed for your infonnation. If you 
should have any questions regarding this matter, please contact either Project 
Leader. 

Sincerely, 

f.~~~ fqLPB 
Project :Hanager 
Superfwtd Unit 
Site RespoHse Section 
Ground Water and Solid Waste Division 
Mimtesota Pollution ContL-ol Agency 

OCR: jJm 

Enclosure 

,JJ~~()~L~ 
Darryl <Mens 
Remedial Project Manager 
Remedial Enforcement 
ResJ:X.JllSe Branch 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Regional Offices: Duluth • Brainerd· Detroit Lakes· Marshall • Rochester 
Equal Opportunity Employer • Printed on Recycled Paper 



T:JN-ITED-S-'l,'ATE-S~ENV±RGNMEN!l'-AL-P-RQ'I'-ECT~ION~b.GE_RCY _______ _ 
REGION ¥ .. 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: 4-11-91 

SUBJECT: Review of Reilly Tar Data 

FROM: Patrick J. Churilla, Chemist, CRL 

TO: Daryl Owens, RPM, RERB 

This review covers the following samples: 

Project -,007930 .. 
Project OOBB79 · · 
Project_ 009756 

Project 011045 

Sample 007930-0002-SA 
Sample OOBB79-0008-SA 
Sample 009756-0007-SA. 

009756-0008-SA 
009756-0009-SA 

Sample 011045-0010-SA 

i,--..... ~" 
I ·• -· -·· ... ., .. , ..... 

("' ,'- .. ~ .. . ... 
,:_:; : .... -. ...... . . . . 

This review is based on summarized data· only. Raw data was not 
provided to check calculations, compound identification or tran­
-scription errors. 

1. CHAIN-OF-CUSTODY 
The chain-of-custody forms for all of the samples are incomplete. 
Custody would have to be reestablished for this data to be legally 
admissible. · 

2.. HOLDING TIMES 
The holding times were acceptable for all of the samples. 

3. INSTRUMENT CALIBRATIONS 
All initial and continuing calibrations met the %RSD and %D 
criteria of 35%. No minimum relative response criteria were 
provided so response factors could not be evaluated. 

4. SURROGATE RECOVERIES 
For Project 009756 the secondary ion was used to do quantitation of 
DB-naphthalene in the blank. There is no reason for using the 
secondary ion in a clean blank. If there was a problem with the 
primary ion it is an indication of a system problem not a matrix 
problem. 

For Project 011045 sample -oo1o~sA had a high recovery of DB-
naphthalene. I agree with the lab that no qualification is· 
necessary. 



----~15-.-MA.!_P-R~-X-SP±-K-E-/-MA-T-RI-K-S{?I-K-E-DUPI:JrCATE 
Em; l=!;t;"G;j eG-t-s 0088"7'8 ana 011045 no MSfMSB were dene for=med:i:um levet 
samples. Spixing snouia l5e done on each matrix type in a dataset. 

For Projects 007930 and 009756 the spiking levels appear to be too 
high. Matrix spikes are usually done at 3 to 5 times above the 
method detection limit. These spikes appear to be 20 to 50 times 
the MDL. 

6. BLANKS 
In general, the blanks associated with these samples were clean; 
however, there were several ·minor problems. First, I recommend 
that different blanks created on the same day for the same dataset 
be given different names to avoid confusion. Second, in Project 
011.045 the blank labeled BLKOl.-MED was missing from the· data 
package. · 

7 . INTERNAL STANDARDS 
The internal standard area_. counts for these samples were very 
consistent, indicating good·instrument stability. 


